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October 13, 2003 

ChaLmnn Michael K Powell 
Fcdcral Communicatima Commission 
44s 12th Street, h W  
Woshin$ton, D C 20554 

Dear Michncl Powell, 

I am u n h g  to voice my oppomtion to any F C C - m d n t e d  adoption of"broad.-ast flag" techdoe) .  for Q j t d  television A s  D c c w m o r  
md citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate ndoptiox of DTV 

.4 robust, cmpetitivc market for cowmet' electronics must be rooted in mnnufactwers' ability to m o v a t e  for their c u m m e n  .4uowing 
movie studios to veto fenhucs of DTV-reccption equipment wi l l  rnnble thc studios to tell t e c h o h &  what ncx  products they c m  
cicntc T i s  u%l rcsult in products thnt don't necessdy reflect what comumeru like me acmnlly wmt, and it could rcsult in me being 
charged more moncy for infetior f u n c t i o n d i ~  

If the FCC issues n bmadcast flag mandate, I would actudly bc lees likely to mnlrc m inrcehncnt i~ DTVapab l r  receivers and othcr 
equipment. i ~ % l  not pay more for devices that limit my tights nt the behest of Wcllywood Pleaac do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for @tal televieion. I h d  you for y o u  t h e  

Sincerely, 

Paul Wan*ck 
7903 Segebrush P1 
Orlando, FL 32822 
USA 
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October 13. 2 0 0 3  

[Chairman Michael I( Pose11 
F e d e r a l  Communications Commission 
4.15 1 2 t h  Street. NB 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell  

A robust.. compet i t . ive  market far consumer e l e c t . r o n i c s  must. be  rooted i n  
manufac t .urers '  a b i l i t y  to i n n o v a t e  for t h e i r  castoxera Al lov ing  movie s t u d i n s  to  
veto f e a . t u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment v i 1 1  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  tell 
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  what new products  t h e y  c a n  crmte This will result. i n  p r o d u c t s  
that, d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect what consumers l i k e  me alct.n.3lly v a n t .  and it. could 
r e s u l t  i n  m e  b e i n g  cha rged  more money for i n f e r i o r  f u n c r i o n a l i t y  

If *,he FSC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate .  I liould act. i ial ly be 1e . s~  1 i k . e l y  t,o 
make a n  investment. i n  DTV-capable receivers a.nd o t h e r  equipment I will not. pa.y 
more for d e v i c e s  t h a t  l imit  my r i g h t s  a.t. t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollywood P l e a s e  do not. 
mandate b r o a d c a s t  flag t e c h n o l o y j  f o r  d i g i t a l  t.ele:risinn Thank. you for your time 

.sincerely 

Pau l  Shedleski  
2 0 0  Commerce AW SB 
(Grand Rap ids .  MI 4 7 5 0 3  
IJ S A 

r 
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October 13, 2003 

Chvrman Michael IC Povell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NIP 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Poarell, 

I am s'nhng to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adophon o f  "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
telmsion. As a consumer and ClhZen, I feel strondy that x c h  a policyxrrould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn'. 

A robust, compehhve market far consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacmrer;' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allovr.ing mome s t d o n  to veto features of Dn'-recepnon equipment s d l  enable the studios to 
tell technologsts whit  new products they can create. ? h ~  nnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
vhat consumers like me actuallywant, and I t  could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funchonality 

If the FCC mues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aceally be leis likely to make an investment in Dn'-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I ud l  not pay more for  delnces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technolog for &@tal teleinsion. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

hlarhn Remy 
301 Quail hdge  Circle 
Highlands Ranch, CO SI112L 
USA 
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October 13 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01 "hroadcast flag' technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I lee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be had lor lnno~mtlon consumer rlghts and the uitlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust competltve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
cilstomers Allowlng moYIe studlos to veto features 01 DN-receptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers like me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged morc moncy lor lnlerlorlunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate I would actually he less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprrent I wlll not pay more lor devices that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlrre 

Slncerely 

Justln Spotts 
216 Llndofl Stree! 
Ulster Park NY 12487 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

ChaUman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
U'a~hingtngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em writing to voice my opposition to eny FCC-mandated adoption of "bOadCa8t flag" tcc.hologv for &tal television. As a comumez 
end citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Linovaticn, conilumcr riehte, and the ultimate adoption of LIT.' 

A robust, competitive market for cmmmer electrohics mU6f be rooted in manuf&cmcrs' ability to vlnorate fa? their c u 6 t o m e ~  .?Uowhg 
movie srudioa to veto feahves of DTV-reception equipment wfi enable the studio8 tn tell tec:molagiatr W h t  new products they can 
create Thh ufl result in product@ that don't neccrsariiy reflect what comumcr8 like me octunily wmt, nnd it could resuit in me being 
chwged more money for inferior functionalt). 

If the FCC issue8 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less U d y  tu m&c M lnvcstmcnt LI DTV-capable receivers md other 
aquipment. I ufi not pay mom for devices that limit my 
tochologv for di@d tolovieion. Tnhank you for your time 

nt the beheat of Holl~u'ood Plcaas do not mandate bmadcast flag 

sinccreiy, 

M q  Madden 
1535 Clement Street 
Sen Francisco, C.4 94118 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chairman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlors Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasltlan to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcastllag'~ technology lor d!gltal televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly!hat such a policy would be bad lor  lrrovatlon. consumcr rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 D N  

A robust, competltlvc market for consumer eledronlcs must be rooted in rnawlacturers' ablllty to innovate for thelr 
cudomers Allowlng m a l e  studlos to veto features 01 DN-receptlor equlpment w:ll enable the studlos to tell techrologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could re$uIt In me belng charged morc money for lnlerlor lunctlonallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wIII not pay more lor devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you l o r  your time 

Slncerely 

Mlchelle Vadeboncoeur 
44 Blrch St. 
Needham, MA 02494 
USA 
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Octaber 13,2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cornmimion 
445 12th Sbect, NlV 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dcnr Michael PowcU, 

I nm u n h g  to voice my oppo&tim to any FCC-medated adoption of "broadcaat !lag" technolo@ for digital television A B  a conamer 
and cifjzen, 1 feel pbongly that such a policy would be bad for h o v a t i o n ,  consumer lighta, and the uldmate a h p t i m  of Dn' 

X mbuat, cmnpetitivc mnrket for consumer elecbonica must be rooted in manufacturera' ability to mnovate far their customera .Uowing 
movie studins to veto features of DTVmception equipment urll enable the studioa to tcil tcchndo$a what new products they can 
create 
chaged more money for infelior functionnlitj 

If the FCC isnuen n broadcmt flag mandata, I would actudy be lrrs Wrcly to m&a an h m t m c n t  in DTV.capable receivers and other 
equipment. I u4l not pay more fps d e v h  that limit my light8 at the behest of Hollywood Plcnse do not mandate broadens? flag 
technolo@ for diiejtd television I h d  you for your h e  

smce:c1y, 

urll result in products that don't necerady  nflcct what ~ o n ~ u m c m  like me ~otl ldly u'>m!, ond it could reault in me being 

Lucaa Lay 
5532 Oaldey Terrace 
Inme, CA 9261: 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Cha!rman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlors Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtor, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmardated adoptlon 01 "broadcast (lag'' technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
corsumer and cltlzer, 1 (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronics must be rooted In manulacturero' ahll!ty to Innovate lor their 
customers Allowlng mo-ile studlos to veto features 01 DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't recessarlly rellect what consumers IIhe me 
actually wart, and It could rcsult In me belng charged more money lor Inlcrlor lunctlonallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlrre 

slrcerely, 

Karl Bollngbroke 

Erlgham City, UT 84302 
178 N 300 w 

USA 
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October 13, 2OC3 

Chunnan Michael IC Povell 
Federal Communlcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, XYV 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear hlichael Powell, 

I am n:nhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technolog for &L& 

telenrion. As a consumer and cthzen, I feel strongly that such s palicy~r~ould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for coniumer electronics must be rooted In manufactueri' abality to innovate for 
their customers. Alloamgmovle sru&os to veto features of DTI'-recephon equipment ad1 exable the stud~os to 
tell technologsts what n e v  products they can create. This adl result In products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers 11ke me actuallywant, and it could result Ln me be:ng charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make an investment in DTKcapable 
recaveis and other equipment. I vnll not pay more for devlces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &.gtal telemsion ?hank you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Chad Wilson 
3550 Country Square Dr  Apt 203 
Carro~lton, Tx 75006 
UjA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Michael K Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlon3 Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01 "broadca3t llag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and CltlZfn. I (eel strongly that such a p o k y  would be ban lor Innowt.on, consumer rlghts and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs mu9t be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
CUStOmerS Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures 01 DN-receptlon equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaiity 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be le99 llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I will not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal television Thank you lor your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Kenan Dalley 
5710 Purdue 
Amarillo, TX 79109 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chairman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Waghlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltion to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal teievlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A rnbust cornpctltlve market Tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to lnnwate lor thelr 
cugtomers Allowing mo,Jle studlos to veto leatures of DN-receptlon eoulpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers Ilhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnfcrlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less IIheIy to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadca3t flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Erlh Martln 
603 Oak Tree Dr 
Chapel HIII, NC 27517 
USA 
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October  1 3 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K Pow11 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.45 1 2 t h  Street. N W  
Uash ing ton .  D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am vritinm3 to voice my o p p o s i t i o n  to any FCC-ma.nda.tsd a d o p t i o n  of "broadcas t ,  
f l a g "  t e c h n o l o T j  for digital t e l e v i s i o n  As a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t r o n g l y  that. s u c h  a p o l i c y  would be  bad for inno: ia . t iw.  consumer r i g h t s .  and  t h e  
u l t i m a t e  a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  c o m p e t i t i v e  market f o r  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. be  r o o t e d  i n  
manufac t .urers '  a b i l i t y  to i n n o v a t e  for  t h e i r  cus tomers  h l l o i i i n g  movie studios to 
~ e i o  f e a t u r e s  of DTV-recention enuinment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o  t o  t,ell 

~ ~. ~. ~~~ 1~ ~ ~~~ 
~ ~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~ ~~ ~~~~ 

t e c h n o l o g i s t s  what new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  can create T h i s  s r i l l  r e su l t .  i n  prcldiicts 
that. don't n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect. what consumers like me a-t.aa.lly Tvant. and i t .  c o u l d  
r e s u l t  i n  me b e i n g  cha rged  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f t i n c t i o n a l i t y  

I f  t h e  FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I v m i l d  act .oal ly  be  less l i k e l y  t o  
make a n  inves tment  i n  DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment. I v i 1 1  n o t  pay 
more for d e v i c e s  t h a t  l i m i t  my rights a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hnl?:?wood Ple-lse do  n o t  
mandate broadcast .  f l a g  technolo,TJ f o r  digiL31 t,ele::isinn Thank. you f o r  your  time 

r .sincerely. 
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October 33, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon tn any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor digital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad Tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacture's' ablllty !o Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wIII enab.e the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wIII result In products that don't neces3arlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
aCtUally want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlcrlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC 19sues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equipment, I wlll not pay more lor devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Mlke McCarn 
3937 Petrlfled Forest Ct 
Pleasanton. CA 94588 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCTandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnosiatlon. consumer rlghts, and the uitlmatc 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve mahet for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment w l l  enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what coisumers Ilhe me 
actually want, and It cou\d result In me being charged more money for lnlorlor functlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an lnvestme~t In DN-capable reCelVer3 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not Tandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Jason Belasco 
522 Easter Ave 
Mllpltas, CA 95035 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Chuiiman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Pow'ell, 

I m u n b g  to voice my oppodtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondcns: tlag" technology for diejtd tclrvieion As a consmer 
and citizcn, I feel stronely that such n policy would bc bad for hovnt ion,  consumm rights, and the ~ X m a t e  ndaption of D n  

.4 robust, competitive mnrket for conmner elechoxic~ m u t  be rooted in manufncrurers' ability to m o v n t c  for their customen .~Uo-g 
movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment n5ll snablc thc shldiioa to tell techol+ts what ncw products they can 
create %his uill result in pmducta that don't n e c e m d y  rcflect whnt conmmcr~ I&e me actually am!, m d  it cbuld result in me being 
charged more mancy for inferior functiondiv 

Ifthc FCC issues o bmadcaet flag mandatc, I would actudy be less likely to m&c M lnvcstmcnt in DTl'.capablc rrccivm and other 
cquipment. I u5ll not pay marc for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of :-Iollyu.ood Plcasc do not mandatr broadcast flag 
technology for diejtd television. Thnnl; you for your time 

Shcercly, 

Jeff M h c z  
5402.4 LisW Cv 
.&uusb, TX 78745 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to v o t e  my opposltlon to any FCCrnandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast llag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I (eel strongly that such a policy would be ban lor Innovat'on, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures 01 DTV-receptlon equlprnent wl11 enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could rcsult In me belng charged more money lor lnlerlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your time 

Slncerely, 

Alexander Hawey 
6525 62nd Avenue North 
Pinellas Park. FL 33781 
USA 



T O  Page 1 of 1 1 24 28 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099 . 

October 1 3 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairmar. Michael I( Powel l  
F e d e r a l  Sommunications Commission 
445 1 2 t h  Street,. N W  
Dashington .  D C 213554 

Dear Michael Powell  

A s  a c i t i z e n  and  t a s p a y e r .  I am r e s o l u t e l y  opposed to  any  FCC-mandated a d o p t i o n  
of "broa.dcast. flag" t e c h n o l o y j  for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  I feel s t r o n y l y  that, such  
a p o l i c y  would b e  bad  for i n n o v a t i o n .  consumer 1 igh t . s .  m d  t h e  u1timat.e a,dopt.ion 
of DTB 

A robust..  c o m p e t i t i v e  market for consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. be rcoted in 
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  t o  i n n o v a t e  for t h e i r  cust.nmers Allowing e n t e r t a i n m e n t  
s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  to  veto features of DT'J-recept.inn equipment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  
studio,; to  d i c t a t e  which new prodiict.s t e c h n o l o g i s t s  may create Such a. sha.meless 
s o p  t.o Hollywood would r e s u l t  i n  p r o d u c t s  t h a t  do not. reflect. gha t  consumers 1ik.e  
me a c t u a l l y  want.. a,nd i t  cnu ld  r e su l t .  i n  m e  b e i n g  cha rged  nore money for  i n f e r i o r  
f iinc t inna.11 t. y 

If t h e  F K  i s s u e s  a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I wo:ild xt .aal iy  be  RmtiVated to  
boycott DTV-capable receivers and o t h e r  equipntent I w i l l  n o t  pay more f o r  
d e v i c e s  that. l i m i t  m y  r i g h t s  at t h e  b e h e s t  of H o l l y w o d  These  w h i t e - c o l l a r  
g a m s t e r s  mist, not, be  a l lowed  t o  s u b v e r t  t h e  p r e r o ~ ~ a . t i v e s  of t h e  p e o p l e  P l e a s e  d o  
not  mandate b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  t e c h n o l o T j  f o r  d i g i t a l  te levis ion Thank. you for your 
t. ime 

S i n c e r e l y  

S t e v e n  N i c h o l s  
2134 East. Meadow 
Fayet . te : i i l l e .  AR 72701 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

ChaVmen Michael K Powell 
F c d e d  Comrndcationi Commhaion 
445 lZthStrcct, h'W 
Warhingtun, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am u n k g  to  voice my oppoSih'on to m y  FCC.mmdnted adoption of "broadcast flng" tcc.holop for &&I television A 9  a connume? 
end citizen, I feel strong& thnt such a policy would be bud for hovat icn ,  contmcr rights, end the u l t j m t c  adoption of DTL' 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in menufncturera' obilily to movate for thck cu8tomers .Uoukg 
movie snUtos to veto feahwcs of DTV-reception equipment UU enable the  shl&o6 to tell tcc.koloeiatb u'ht new products they cen 
create Tnis UU result in products thnt don't n e c e m d y  reflect whnt cnnwmcrb like me actudly want, and it cauld result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior functionalit). 

If tho FCC issues a broadcast flag mendate, I wwld nctuaIly be lese Gkcly ta m&c en mvcsbnment L? DTb'-cnpable receivm end other 
squipmont. I ufl not pay mom for devices that h i t  my xights at the bchcst of iloll~woa=oad. Plcaac do not mendAtte broadcast flag 
technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your t ime 

Sincerely, 

Christian Bravemen 
169 Quesada Drive 
Rnchcstcr, NY 14616 
USA 
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October  13. 21103 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
F e d e r a l  Communications Commission 
445 1 2 t h  S t r e e t .  HW 
Vashington  D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Po~ue l l  

I am v r i t i n g  t.o voice my o p p o s i t i o n  t.o a.ny FCC-macdated a d o p t i o n  of "broadca.st, 
f l a g "  t echno loyg  for d ig i t a .1  t e l e v i s i o n  As a. consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t r o n g l y  t h a t  s u c h  a p o l i c y  ,~o i i ld  be bad f o r  i n n o m t i o n .  consumer r i g h t s .  and t h e  
!11 t imate a h p t .  i o n  of DTB 

h r o b l i s t .  compet , i t ive  market. f o r  consumer electronics mast. be  rooted i n  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  to i n n o v a t e  for t h e i r  cus tomers  Alloving mo'vie s t u d i o s  to  
veto f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment . u i 1 1  er .able the   studio.^ t o  t,ell 
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  vha.t ne,a prod1ict.s t h e y  c a n  create T h i s  ,will resul'. i n  p r o d u c t s  
that. d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  re f lec t  what consumers l i k ~ e  me a,zt.aally vant.. am3 it could 
r e s u l t  i n  me b e i n g  cha rged  more money for i n f e r i o r  func t . iona l i t .7  

I f  t h e  FCC issues a broadcast  f l a g  mandate.  I vould a c t . o a l l y  be less 1ik.ely t o  
make an  invest,ment i n  DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  a.nd o t h e r  equipment I w i l l  not. pa.:? 
more f o r  d e v i c e s  t h a t  l i m i t  my r i g h t s  a.t t h e  behes t  o f  Holipwood Please do n o t  
mandate broadcast ,  f l a g  t.echnology f o r  d ig i t . a l  t .ele:i isinn Thank. you f o r  your  t i m e  

.a 1 n c e r e l  y r 

Ben] ami n Schumacher 
2 2 2 5  Buch te l  B1,rd Apt 801 
Denver CO R n 2 1 0  
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Ch-an Michael K Powell 
F r d e d  Communications Cummission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powcll, 

I m u'rihg to voice my o~podti011 to any FCC-m0n(lated adoption of"bro0dcnst flag tec,hnulop for digitd television I s  a c o m e r  
and c i t h n ,  I feel shungiy that such a policy would be bad for huva t i cn ,  consumer lights, and the uldmatc adoption of D n  

A robust, cmpetitive market for cunsumer elecaonics must be rooted in m&nUfUChuCrb' abi!itj to m,ovate for their cuntumers .UoWhg 
movie etudios to veto feahues of DTv-reception equipment will enable the htUdiio6 to trU tcchnologista what ncw product9 they can 
C I C ~ ~ E  Thia mll result in products thnt don? necessarily reflect what conaumcie litc me actunUy want, and it uould result in me being 
charged moIe money for inferior functi'onaltj 

If the FCC isrucr a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be leas Uely to mnke an hvcatmcnt kt DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 ufl not pay mure for devices that limit my libtights s t  the brhrat of XcUpvood Pleaar du not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital telcviaion. Thank you for your h e  

Smcrrcly, 

John F d c y  
7501 PhdcefPlace  
Auuatin, TX 78757 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

ChaLman Michael K Powell 
FEdcral Cbmmunications C o m m i s s h  
445 12th Street, XW 
WaehLigtm, D C 20554 

 cur Michael POwcn, 

I m u n h g  to voice my oppodtion to my FCC.mandated aduption of "broodcaat fla5" t e c h d o @  for &@id tclaviaion A n  a consumer 
and citizen, I feel sbongly that such a policy would be bad fur innuvation, ccn9umcr ri2hts, and thc ulthutc  adoption of DTV 

A rubust, competitive matket for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufacturcrs' ability to innovate for thcir cuatomm .All~&g 
mm<e   hi dim to veto feahires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios ta tcli tcchulneist3 what  ne^ pmdUCtB they cnn 
create l%s ufl result in products that don't neccrsnrily reflect what C O ~ R U ~ C I R  lkc  me nctutdly wmt, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for infenor functionality 

If the FCC ieiucs a broadcast flag mmdotc, I would actually be less I h l y  to m&c m invcsbncnt i? DTV-cupable receivers and other 
equipment I -4 not pay mote for devices that h i t  my right@ st  the bchest of Hollywood Plcaae do not mandatc broadcast flng 
technology for &@tal television. Thmk you ibr your t h e  

Smccrely, 

Fred&& Tumer 
I209 Sm Dark  .kw 
PMB 7.234 
Laredo, TX 78040 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag'. technology lor dlgltal televlslon A9 a 
consumcr and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumcr rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTJ 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mode studios to veto features 01 DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Tnls w1lI result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghto at the behest 0' Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Rlchard Fox 
18800 Egret Bay Blvd 
APT 1403 
Houston TX 77058 
USA 



October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01 "oroadcast llag" technoiogy lor dlgl!al televislon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rights and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlw market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacture:~' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures 01 DlV-reception equlpment wlll enab'e the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more moiey lor lnlerlor lunctlonallty 

I1 the FCC Issues a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be less IIkeIy to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wIII not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your time 

slncerely, 

Chrlstopher SolllRo 
927 S Llnwood Ave 
Ealtlmore, MD 21224 
USA 



I -splint 
October 13.2003 

Hello. 

Can 1 rcqucst a meeting with Cluis Libeitelli to discuss ltiu AT&T pelilion in WC Docket 
No. 02-361 regarding phone-to-phone IP telephony services? Attending would be Dick 
Juhde .  VP Federal Regulatory Affairs for Sprint. and myself. We are available anytime 
on Octobcr 14-16 (except from 3-4:00 on October 15), October 20, o r  October 27-29. 

Thank you. 
Nonna Moy 
Director, Federal Regulatory 
(202) 585-1915 
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October  1 3 .  2003 

Chairm.m Michael K P o v e l l  
F e d e r a l  Communicat.ions Commission 
415 1 2 t h  S t r ee t . .  NU 
Uashington .  D C 20554 

Dea.r Michael Po.aell 

I am ,wr i t ing  t o  voice my o p p o s i t i n n  to  any  FCC-mandated a d o p t i o n  of 
f l a g "  technolog;.  for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  'is a consumer m d  c l t . l z e n .  I f ee l  
st .rongly t h a t  such a p o l i c y  s o u l d  b e  ba.d i o r  i n n o m t i n n .  consumer r i g h t s .  and t h e  
iiltimate adopt.ion of DTV 

k robust.. competit.ioe market ior  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. be  roor.ed i n  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  t o  i n n o v a t e  for their customer3 Allowing mo::ie s t u d i o s  t,o 
ve to  f e a t u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment w i l l  ena.ble t h e  stud1o.s to t e l l  
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  what nev p r o d u c t s  t h e y  can c r e a t e  
t h a t  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect vha t  consumers l i k e  me act,ually want. and i t  c o u l d  
result. i n  me b e i n g  c h a p 4  more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t . i o n a l l t y  

I f  t.he FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I sould  ac t .ua l ly  be  1e.s.s 1ik .e lg  t.0 
malie an invest.ment, i n  DTV-capable receivers and o t h e r  erjnipmmt. I s i l l  not. pa? 
more f o r  devices t,ha.t l i m i t .  my r i g h t s  at. t h e  behest of Holly!mod ?lea.se do not  
mandat.e broadcast .  f l a g  t.echnology fo r  d i g i t a l  t .ele:i isian Thank you for your time 

S i n c e r e l y .  

Ka th leen  Sinnot t .  
3-54 27 th  St, 
F a i r  Layvn. H I  0 7 4 1 0  
IJSA 

"broadcast, 

T h i s  w i l l  r e w i l t  i n  p r o d u c t s  


